EXHIBIT B



Sent from AQL Deskiop

From: sidcorrespondence@usac.org

To: casinoatty@aol.com

Sent: 6/25/2018 12:08:07 PM US Mountain Standard Time

Subject: FW: Administrator's Decision on Appeal — Funding Year 2005-2006

After thorough review and investigation of all relevant facts, the Schools and Libraries Division (SLD) of the
Universal Service Administrative Company (USAC) has made its

decision in regard to your appeal of USAC's Funding Year 2005 Funding Commitment Decision Letter this is
attached. This letter explains the basis of USAC's decision. '

We thank you for your continued support, patience and cooperation during the appeal process.

Schools and Libraries Division
Universal Service Administrative Company

The information contained in this electronic communication and any attachments and finks to websites are
intended for the exclusive use of the addressee(s) and may contain confidential or privileged information. If you
are not the intended recipient, or the person responsible for delivering this communication to the intended
recipient, be advised you have received this communication in error and that any use, dissemination,
forwarding, printing or copying is strictly prohibited. Please notify the sender immediately and destroy all copies
of this communication and any attachments.
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EXHIBIT D



APPLICANT WHO IS FILING APPEAL: PLEASANTYVILLE SCHOOL DISTRICT

BILLED ENTITY NUMBER: 123365
SPIN: 143008185

FCC REGISTRATION NUMBER: 0006516231

CONTACT INFORMATION: JAMES J. CARROLL, TII, ESQ.,

COUNSEL FOR PLEASANTVILLE S.D.
1 NORTH NEW YORK ROAD, STE. 39
GALLOWAY, NJ 08205

PHONE: 609-404-3440

EMAIL: casinoattyi@aol.com

DOCUMENTATION: 1. COPY OF FCDL ISSUED ON 1/19/18

2. COPY OF CORRESPONDENCE TO/FROM
DISTRICT AND USAC DATED: 10/2/17, 10/9/17,
10/13/17, 10/30/17, 11/15/17, 11/28/17, AND
1/16/18

3. PBOE JAN./2010 LEGAL BILL FOR SERVICES

4. COPY OF EMAILS DATED 9/22/10 TO/FROM
LINDA GEIGER TO ELISHA THOMPKINS, BA

5. LETTER TO LINDA GEIGER FROM MARTIN
FRIEDMAN

6. SIGNED CERTIFICATION FROM ELISHA
THOMPKINS, B.A.

EXPLANATION:

USAC has asserted that Pleasantville has not repaid $403,517.54 in previously disbursed E-rate
funds. USAC determined that these funding commitments must be rescinded, and the disbursed
funding recovered due to an alleged violation of E-rate program rules. As a result of
Pleasantville’s failure to repay the outstanding amounts, its Funding Year (I'Y) 2017 funding
applications were denied and a funding commitment decision letter (FCDL) was issued on January
19, 2018. Pleasantville appeals the denial of funding for FY 2017.!

With respect to the alleged $403,517.54 debt, Pleasantville has, simultaneously to the instant
appeal, filed an appeal of the COMAD:s relating to the alleged $403,517.54 debt.

As Pleasantville indicated in its appeal of the $403,517.54 alleged debt, USAC had asserted that it
sent Demand Payment Notice on this debt to Pleasantville by letters dated June 16, 2017; August
17,2017, and September 18, 2017. Pleasantville asserted by signed certification under penalty of
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law that it never received the first two Demand Payment Notices dated June 16, 2017 and August
17, 2017. The first notice Pleasantville received regarding this alleged debt was by letter dated
September 18, 017. See attached signed Certification of Elisha Thompkins, Business
Administrator, Pleasantville Board of Education,

In said Demand Payment Notices for the $403,517.54 debt, which contained a copy of the Funding
Adjustment Reports (“COMAD”), USAC stated that its investigation had resulted in the following
assertion:

During the course of a review, you [the District] was asked to provide information
regarding Martin Friedman and Alemar Consulting and the roles he played at your
school, including his role in the competitive bidding process. You did not provide
specifics regarding the role played by Mr. Friedman in your competitive bidding
and vendor selection process. Therefore, USAC is unable to make a determination
if your school engaged in a fair and open competitive bidding process free from
conflicts of interest. {Emphasis added.}

As Pleasantville alleged in its appeal of the $403,517.54 debt, this explanation simply did not
contain information sufficient to inform the District why the funding was being rescinded, or if it
had any basis for appeal. Specifically, the COMADSs did not state when the “review” was done by
USAC,; on what date the District was asked to provide information; or to whom said request was
sent. It did not indicate whether the District responded to the inquiry, but the response was not
“specific” enough; or, if the District did respond, what about their response was missing? Rather,
the only information the District had was that sometime in the last twelve (12) years, USAC
allegedly requested information from the District about Martin Friedman and allegedly the District
failed to provide “the specific” information USAC was seeking. Because the COMADs were so
vague and because this all allegedly happened twelve (12) years ago, the District had no choice
but to request additional documentation from USAC regarding the matter to determine whether it
could appeal. '

Under the FCC’s debt collection regulations, debtors have fifteen (15} days from the date of the
demand letter to request a retrieval of invoices and documentation related to a debt to the FCC or
USAC. ;

By letter dated October 2, 2017, Pleasantville provided USAC with the signed Certification from
the Business Administrator indicating that that the District had not received the initial two notices
from USAC. The letter dated October 2, 2017, also requested a copy of USAC’s file relating to
its investigation. The letter also placed USAC on notice that the District intended to dispute the
propriety of the debt; and/or seek a waiver; and /or appeal the notification. This letter was timely,
as it was sent within twelve (12) days of receipt of the first notice the District received from USAC.

However, USAC did not provide any response to the District’s October 2, 2017 letter. Thereafter,
by letter dated October 9, 2017, the District again reiterated its request for documentation
indicating what investigation was conducted and what was the basis for the USAC’s COMADs,
USAC did not respond to the letter. Thereafter, by letter dated October 13, 2017, the District again
reiterated its request for documentation. Finally, on October 30, 2017, USAC responded and
provided the District with documentation. This documentation was provided to the District over
forty (40) days affer USAC first notified the District of its demand for repayment of $403,517.54
from funding years 2005, or over eleven (11) years ago.

o
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Upon receipt of the documentation, which was quite voluminous, the District immediately began
its own investigation.

By letter dated November 28, 2017 (or within 31 days of receipt of the voluminous
documentation), the District notified USAC that the USAC documentation, as well as the District’s
own records, indicated that in 2010, the District did respond to an inquiry from Linda Grieger,
relating to information about Martin Friedman. In several of the responses the District provided
to Ms. Geiger’s inquiries, the District indicated that the matter was currently in litigation and that
the Board’s solicitor would be providing additional information as requested. Based upon the
same, the District then attempted to contact the Board’s solicitor at the time, namely, Ray Hamlin,
Esq., to determine what information was provided on the District’s behalf, In the letter dated
November 28, 2017, the District requested additional time to secure this information from the
Board’s prior solicitor and requested a reasonable amount of time to obtain the necessary
information relating to USAC’s allegation that it “did not provide specifics regarding the role
played by Mr. Friedman” in the competitive bidding process and thereby allow the District to
investigate, refute, appeal or seek a waiver of the claim by USAC that it is owed $403,517.54,

USAC did not provide any response to the District’s November 28, 2017 letter,

By letter dated January 16, 2018, the District notified USAC that it had been able to contact Ray
Hamlin, Esq., the District’s counsel in 2010. Mr. Hamlin indicated that he had no documentation
that reflected that his firm was ever placed on notice of this issue, who the notification was sent
to, whether there is proof of its receipt, and who specifically provided a response to it. In the
January 16, 2018 letter to USAC, the District asserted that based upon Mr. Hamlin’s response,
there is simply no proof one way or the other to USAC’s assertion that twelve (12) years ago it
made an inquiry of the District and no one responded. The District requested a meeting with the
individual with appropriate_guthority at USAC to discuss this matter to seek an amicable
resolution. In response to said request, by email dated January 31, 2018 {(or approximately 133
days after the District first received the Demand Payment Notice in September 2017, and after
failure to respond to the District letter dated November 28, 2017), Ms. Sheila Murray of USAC
wrote:

We reviewed your January 16, 2018 letter in response to USAC’s November 15,
2017 Notice of Dismissal to Pleasantville School District. As indicated in the
November 15th notice, Pleasantville has not repaid $403,517.54 in previously
disbursed E-rate funds. USAC determined that these funding commitments must
be rescinded, and the disbursed funding recovered due to a violation of E-rate
program rules. Because of Pleasantville’s failure to repay the outstanding amounts,
its Funding Year (FY) 2017 funding applications were denied and the funding
commitment decision letter (FCDIL.) was issued on January 19, 2018. (A copy of
the FCDL is attached and the FCDL is also available in the E-rate Productivity
Center and noted in Pleasantville’s News Feed.)

To appeal this denial decision, you must submit your appeal to USAC within sixty

(60) days of the denial decisions (by March 20, 2018). If you have any guestions
regarding the appeal process, please refer to the appeals section of USAC’s website.

In response to said email, the District submits this appeal.




The District respectfully asserts that USAC’s January 19, 2018 denial of its 2017 funding is based
upon an invalid prior debt asserted by USAC, namely the $403,517.54 in previously disbursed E-
rate funds from funding year 2015.

In conclusion, Pleasantville respectfully requests that a decision in this appeal not be made until a
decision in Pleasantville’s appeal of the $403,517.54 alleged debt is decided. As indicated above,
said appeal of the alleged $403,517.54 debt was filed simultaneously with this present appeal for
the denial of 2017 funding.

Date: March 2, 2018 s/James J. Carroll, Esq.
JAMES J. CARROLL, ESQ.
Counsel for Pleasantville School District




